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Fred Steen, Th.M.

Adjunct Professor
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Mission Statement: New Orleans Baptist Theological Seminary and Leavell College prepare
servants to walk with Christ, proclaim His truth, and fulfill His mission.

Core Values: The seminary has five core values. The core value focus for this academic year is
Spiritual Vitality.

1. Doctrinal Integrity: Knowing that the Bible is the Word of God, we believe it, teach it,
proclaim it, and submit to it. This course addresses Doctrinal Integrity specifically by
preparing students to grow in understanding and interpreting the Bible.

2. Spiritual Vitality: We are a worshiping community emphasizing both personal spirituality
and gathering together as a Seminary family for the praise and glory of God and instruction
in His Word. Spiritual Vitality is addressed by reminding students that a dynamic
relationship with God is vital for effective ministry.

3. Mission Focus: We are not here merely to get an education or to give one. We are here to
change the world by fulfilling the Great Commission and the Great Commandments through
the local church and its ministries. This course addresses Mission Focus by helping students
understand the biblical foundations for fulfilling the Great Commission and the Great
Commandments.

4. Characteristic Excellence: What we do, we do to the utmost of our abilities and resources as
a testimony to the glory of our Lord and Savior Jesus Christ. Characteristic Excellence is
addressed by preparing students to excel in their ability to interpret Scripture, which is
foundational to effective ministry.

5. Servant Leadership: We follow the model of Jesus and exert leadership and influence
through the nurture and encouragement of those around us. Classroom deportment models
servant Leadership.
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Course Description

The purpose of this course is to survey the doctrines of the Christian faith. Students are
introduced to the biblical, historical, philosophical, and systematic aspects of theology. Special
attention is given to Baptist doctrine.

General Education Competencies (GECs)
Leavell College has identified four General Education Competencies:
1. Critical Thinking
2. Oral Communication
3. Written Communication
4. Quantitative Reasoning
This course addresses GECs #1 & #3.

Bachelor of Arts in Christian Ministry Program Student Learning Outcomes (BACM
PSLOs) AND Bachelor of Arts in Music with an Emphasis in Worship Program Student
Learning Outcomes (BAM PSLOs)
Leavell College has identified three program Student Learning Outcomes:

1. Biblical Interpretation (BACM PSLO #1)

1. Worship Leadership (BAM PSLO #1)

2. Service and Leadership (both BACM PSLO #2 and BAM PSLO #2)

3. Historical and Theological Interpretation (both BACM PSLO #3 and BAM PSLO #3)
This course addresses BACM PSLO #3.

Course Student Learning Outcomes
At the conclusion of the semester, the student will:
1. Understand the biblical-theological elements of fundamental Christian doctrines.
2. Apply the principles of theological method to doctrinal positions.
3. Communicate a summary and critique of a theologian’s doctrinal perspective.

Course Texts
Holy Bible. You may bring any reliable, modern translation.

Erickson, Millard. Introducing Christian Doctrine. 3rd ed. Edited by L. Arnold Hustad.
Grand Rapids: Baker, 2015. Print or digital.

Harwood, Adam. The Spiritual Condition of Infants: A Biblical-Historical Survey and
Systematic Proposal. Eugene, OR: Wipf and Stock, 2011. Print or digital.

Turabian, Kate. 4 Manual for Writers of Research Papers, Theses, and Dissertations, Eighth

Edition: Chicago Style for Students and Researchers. Chicago: Univ. of Chicago Press,
2013. $18.00
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Course Requirements and Grading (400 points possible + extra credit opportunity)

1. Participation: Each student will be required to attend class and to participate in class discussion.
Class attendance is essential for effective learning.
(10 points possible)

2. Reflective Essays (1 double-spaced page, 250-300 words). Each of nine (9) papers is worth a
possible 10 points and is meant to be a creative, reflective essay. Avoid first person (“I, me,
my’’); simply state things as fact. You may cite names and Bible verses, but please do not
include any quotations due to space constraints. This reflective essay is not meant to be a
summary of a doctrine but your thoughts on the topic after reviewing the textbook or videos.
Reflective essays will only be accepted by the due date. See Rubric for Assessing Reflective
Essays below. This assignment relates to GEC #3 and CSLO #1 and #2
(90 points possible)

3. Book Review (4-5 double-spaced pages in Times New Roman 12-point font). Students will
review The Spiritual Condition of Infants. The review should be 4-5 double-spaced pages in
Times New Roman 12-point font. The review should address issues such as: summary and
critique of the author’s thesis, arguments, assumptions, method, sources, logic, and style;
specific examples of strengths and weaknesses of the book; discussion of its usefulness for the
intended audience, how the book contributes to its field, other books which explore the issue,
and whether or not you would recommend the book and why. Cite page numbers
parenthetically; no footnotes; use quotations sparingly. See Rubric for Grading Book
Reviews below. This assignment relates to GECs #1 & #3, and CSLOs #1 & #3.

(80 points possible)

4. Research Paper (8-12 double-spaced pages plus bibliography). This assignment is an
embedded assignment that will be completed by all students for all sections of the course.
The rubric for assessing this assignment is attached to this syllabus. Please complete the
assignment according to this rubric. The paper will be a summary and critique of a particular
doctrine of a selected theologian. Due in stages. See Guidelines for Research Paper below.
This assignment relates to GECs #1 & #3, BAM/BACM PSLO #3, and CSLOs #1, #2, & #3.
(100 points possible)

5. Final Exam. The final will be comprehensive and will consist of various types of questions
(multiple choice, short essay, T/F, etc.) based on class notes, discussions, and textbooks. This
assignment relates to GEC #1, BAM/BACM PSLO #3, and CSLOs #1-#3.

(120 points possible)

Extra credit: Students may present one of their Essays to the class for discussion and defense.
The student must provide a paper copy for each student present and be prepared to defend their
understanding of the Doctrine they choose. Also, a student may choose a current doctrinal
controversy and present the BF&M statement of that doctrine as well as the counter points. After
giving a fair assessment of the doctrine, differences etc., the student will discuss their findings in
an open forum with the student body. A handout of points/counterpoints must be provided for
every student. All Extra Credit opportunities must be cleared with the professor and scheduled
to fit in the flow of the semester.

(25 points possible)
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Evaluation and Grading: The grading scale as outlined in the Leavell College will be used.

A =372 to 400 points
B =340 to 371 points
C =308 to 339 points
D = 280 to 307 points
F =279 and below

Course Outline
E 12 = Erickson chapter 12

Week Date Topic Completed Assignments Due
Readings
1 January 27 Course Intro
E 1-2
Theol. Sources &
Methods
2 Feb. 3 Revelation-
General & E 3-4 Essay 1: “Can a person know God
Special without access to a Bible?”
3 Feb. 10 | Revelation-Insp. | E 5-7
& Inerrancy Watch Brunn Presentation
4 Feb. 17 | God-Existence | E 8-10 Essay 2: “Are we like or unlike God?”
God-Trinity E11 Submit Theologian & Doctrine for
Paper
5 Feb. 24 | God-Creation Essay 3: “Genesis 1. Days or ages?
E 13,16 [Does it matter?”
Reference Summary Due
6 March2 | God-Providence | E 12, 14 Essay 4: “Does God cause events, allow
29
Read events, or both?
Craig/Helm
article
7 March 9 | God-Evil & E 15 Essay 5: “What is the relationship
Suffering between human freedom and the
origin and persistence of sin and evil?”
8 3/16-20 | Spring Break
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Week Date Topic Completed Assignments Due
Readings
9 March 23 | Man E 17-19 Bibliography Due
Sin E 20-22 Book Review Due
0| M0 chrisctamany AR AR
Christ-Deity E 23-25 o
. . ourselves?
Christ-Union
11 April 6 Christ-Death & Article Summary # 1 Due
Resurrection
12 April 13 | The Holy Spirit | E 28-30
Election E 31-34; Gome belicvers with miraculous gifts?
Read Hankins giits:
article
13 April 20 | Salvation E-26-27;
A lished
ccomplishe E 33-35 Essay 8: “What is the gospel?”
Salvation Read Newsom .
Applied article Article Summary # 2 Due
14 April 27 | Church Nature, | E 36-38
gol(llt-y, Essay 9: “Is formal church
rainances membership biblically defensible?”
15 May 4 Last Things-
Return of Christ
& Millennium E 39-41
Research Paper Due
Heaven & Hell Ed42a,b
Review
16 May 11 Final Exam
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Research Paper — Two Parts

Students will submit an 6-8 page (plus bibliography), double-spaced research paper. The paper is
to be a summary and critique of a selected theologian and doctrine. It must properly cite your
sources and follow Turabian’s A Manual for Writers, 8th edition for the paper’s form (footnotes)
and style.

I. First Part: Preliminary assignments in preparation for the Research Paper:

1. Choose a theologian and doctrine - due on February 17. Select one theologian and

one corresponding doctrine from the list below (5 points):

Tertullian (ca. 160-235) - Trinity

Athanasius (296—373) - Christ, salvation

Augustine (354—430) - Trinity, creation, man, sin, salvation, church
Anselm of Canterbury (1033-1109) - existence of God

Thomas Aquinas (1224—-1274) - existence of God, salvation

John Calvin (1509-1564) - revelation, God, man, salvation

Martin Luther (1483—1546) - salvation, church

Balthasar Hubmaier (d. 1528) - salvation, baptism

Jonathan Edwards (1703—1758) - God, original sin, salvation

Karl Barth (1886—1968) - revelation, Christ

C. S. Lewis (1898-1963) - theodicy, salvation

Howard Thurman (1899-1981) - Christology

Karl Rahner (1904-1984) - Trinity, salvation

Jiirgen Moltmann (b. 1926) - theodicy, last things

Wolthart Pannenberg (1928-2014) - Christ

Gustavo Gutiérrez (b. 1928) - salvation

Clark Pinnock (1937-2010) - inerrancy, God, salvation, Holy Spirit, last things
James H. Cone (b. 1938) - theological method, God, salvation
Marilyn McCord Adams (1943—-2017) - Christology

. Reference Summary — due on February 24.

The Summary must demonstrate working knowledge of your theologian and topic.
Consult at least three different types of in-print reference works to learn about your topic.
The different types of published reference works include: theological dictionaries,
theological encyclopedias, historical or systematic theologies (not including your
textbooks), and works of church history. After you have read the three sections or
chapters about your topic, write a two-page, double-spaced summary of what you learned
about the topic. No footnotes are necessary for this assignment. Mention the major issues,
significant personalities, controversies (with dates and places), writings, and theological
questions (“Why does this matter?””) involved in your topic. List your sources on page
three of your summary in Turabian format. See syllabus for due date. 15 points possible.
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3. Bibliography — due March 23.

Find and list at least four primary sources (written by the theologian) and six secondary
sources (written about the theologian). Four of those ten sources must be from a peer-
reviewed academic journal (Journal of the Evangelical Theological Society, not
Christianity Today). The secondary sources must have been published in the last 25
years. Be sure to search ATLA through EBSCOHost; please contact the NOBTS library
for the login information and passkey; check syllabus for due date; use Turabian format.
Submit online. 10 points possible.

4. Two Article Summaries - First article is due April 6; Second is due April 20.

Find and read two articles (6-page minimum) from a peer-reviewed academic journal
from the last 25 years on your topic. Then, write a one-page, single-spaced summary for
each article. You will find these through ATLA via EBSCOHost. Please provide
bibliographic information. Submit online. 10 points each = 20 points possible.

TOTAL points possible for Preliminary Assignments: 50 Points.

I1. Second Part: Completed Research Paper (due May 4). The paper must have the following
three distinct sections:

Section One: 2-3 pages of biography on your theologian. Be sure to include why he was
remembered as a notable theologian. What were his most important works? Where did he
teach or pastor?

Section Two: 4—6 pages of summary. Be sure to include his theological perspective
(Roman Catholic, Orthodox, Baptist, etc.) as you summarize his understanding of the
doctrine. Provide examples from primary sources and interact with secondary sources.

Section Three: 3—4 pages of critique. What are the strengths and weaknesses of the views
that you summarized? Be sure to interact with secondary sources at this point.

The Research Paper will be graded on the basis of its quality as follows:

* Content: The content must be clear, succinct yet thorough. It must be faithful to the
position of the theologian and must present a clear summary of the selected doctrine.
It must also include an astute theological critique of the theologian.
(25 points possible)

* Selection and use of sources: Ten quality sources must be chosen that are relevant

to the topic (four primary and six secondary with at least four from peer-reviewed
academic journals). They must be used and cited properly. (10 points possible)
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* Form: The paper must conform to Turabian format for title page, footnotes, and the
works cited page. (5 points possible)

* Style and Grammar: Style refers to the ability to construct clear and meaningful

sentences and paragraphs. Grammar refers to the proper use of English, including
spelling, punctuation, and syntax. (10 points possible)

TOTAL points possible for Research Paper: 50 Points.

Additional Course Information

1.

Attendance Policy

Per the Leavell College Catalog, school policies regarding absences and tardies will
be strictly enforced. Any student missing more than 9 hours will automatically
receive a grade of “F” for the course. Every three occasions of arriving late for class
or leaving early from class will be counted as one hour of absence. Roll will be taken
at the beginning of each class period. The student is responsible for contacting the
professor if he or she is tardy and the roll has already been taken.

Phone/Computer Use

Out of respect for others, students will place cell phones on silent mode during class
time. At no time during class should computers, tablets, or smart phones be
used for anything other than class notes and assignments. Students using
electronic devices for anything else during class will be considered absent.
Students needing to make or receive texts or calls should arrange to do so outside of
class time. The professor reserves the right to ask students to leave phones/smart
phones at home.

Assignment Policies: All assignments are to be submitted as indicated in the
Course Requirements section. Late assignments will be assessed an initial 5-point
penalty and 1 point for each additional day, including weekends, after the due
date. No assignment will be accepted past one week of the original due date.

Writing Style Guide: Writing assignments should follow the NOBTS/Leavell College
Manual of Form and Style (revised August 2019). To access this manual on the seminary
website, please use the following link:

https://www.nobts.edu/ resources/pdf/writing/StyleGuide.pdf.

Assignment Formatting are:

In Turabian format (revision 8 or revision 9)
To be written in third person

Created in a 12 pt. Times New Roman font
Include a Turabian-formatted Title Page

o a0 o

Submitted as Word documents
(Documents submitted in any other form will not be graded.)
f.  Submitted to the course’s Blackboard shell

Blackboard/Self-Serve: The student is responsible to check Blackboard for grades,
assignments, course documents, and announcements. The student is also responsible
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for maintaining current information and current e-mail address on the Blackboard
system and Self-Serve. As Blackboard and Self-Serve do not communicate with one
another, students will need to enter updates on both platforms.

6. Netiquette: Each student is expected to demonstrate appropriate Christian behavior
when working online. The student is expected to interact with other students in a
fashion that will promote learning and respect for the opinions of others in the course.
A spirit of Christian charity is expected at all times in the online environment.

7. Academic Honesty Policy: All students, whether on-campus, Internet, or extension
center students, are expected to adhere to the highest Christian standard of honesty
and integrity when completing academic assignments for all courses in every
delivery system format. The Bible provides our standard for academic integrity and
honesty. This standard applies whether a student is taking tests, quizzes, exams,
writing papers, completing Discussion Boards, or any other course requirement.

8. Plagiarism Policy: A high standard of personal integrity is expected of all Leavell
College students. Copying another person’s work, submitting downloaded material
without proper references, submitting material without properly citing the source,
submitting the same material for credit in more than one course, and committing other
such forms of dishonesty are strictly forbidden. Although anything cited in three sources
is considered public domain, we require that all sources be cited. Any infraction may
result in failing the assignment and the course. Any infraction will be reported to the
Dean of Leavell College for further action.

9. Special Needs: If you need an accommodation for any type of disability, please set
up atime to meet with the professor to discuss any modifications you may need.

10. Emergency Plan: In the event the NOBTS schedule is impacted due to a
natural event or epidemic, go to the seminary’s website for pertinent
information. Class will continue as scheduled through the Blackboard site.
Please note announcements and assignments on the course’s Blackboard
site.

11. For Technical Assistance: For general NOBTS technical help, go to:
www.NOBTS.edu/itc/

LCCF2340 Christian Doctrine



Rubrics

LEAVELL COLLEGE PROJECT RUBRIC

Course Name and Number

Term

Location

-Effective and smooth

transitions

-Competent transitions

-Basic transitions

-Ineffective transitions

WRITING 4 — Excellent 3 - Good 2 — Meets 1 — Needs 0 — Inadeguate
CRITERIA Requirements Inp rovement

The stadent completes -Skillful logical -Clearlogical -#dequate logical -Some level of logical -N o apparent

well developed and organzationwith a organizationwitha organizationwithsome organization with crganization to the
logical assigruments. clearlire of reasoning clearlire of easorning digmwssion frequent digressions paper

-N o or poor trarsitions

The stadent composes
grammatically correct
sentences.

-Minimal or no
granumatical exrors; no
major granumatical
errors.

-Few niror
granumatical exros ; no
major granunatical
errors

-Some grammatical
errox ; may inchide one
major granumatical enor

-Many granumatical
ernors

-Excessive grammatical
exnors

The stadentuses an
effective writing style.

-Consiste rtly varied
serntence sbuctire

-C omnmnicates
concisely

-Properuse of
appropriate vocabulary

-Frequently varies
sentence sbuchie

-Rarelywordy
-Rare use of

colloquialisms and
clichés

-Sometimes varies
sentence s buctare

-Occasional wordiness
-Occasionaluse of

colloquialisis and
clichés

-Seldom varies sentence
stuctare

-Frequently wordy
-Frequentuse of

colloquialisms and
clichés

-Does not vary sentence
shucthare

-Excessive wordiress
-Excessive use of

colloquialisms and
clichés

The stadent incorporates
appropriate supporting
matenral.

-Skillful use of credible,
relevant sources andfor
examples

-Consistentuse of
credible, relevart
sources andforexamples

-&dequate use of
credible andfor relevart
sources and/orexamples

-Attempts to use
credible andjor relevart
sourwes andfor examples

-Fails touse credible,
welevant sources andfor
exanples appropriately

The stadent follows
prescubed style zuide.

-Detailed attention to
the prescribed style
guide .

-Consistentuse of the
prescribed style guide.

-#idequate use of the
prescribed style guide.

-&ttermpts to use the
prescribed style guide.

Faihare to use the
prescribed style guide.

Conmments
CRITICAL 4 — Excellent 3 - Good 2 — Meets 1 — Needs 0 — Inadequate
THINKING Requirements Improvement
CRITERIA
The stadert will :ecogrize | -Slkallfl ability to -C covpetent ability to -Adequate ability to -Poor ility to distinguish | -Inability to disinguish
validity of axzuments. distinguishbetareen distinguishbetareen distinguish betereen betwreen arguments and between argunents and
arguments and aguments and arguments and unsupported claims with ursupported clains
urmupported claims unsupported clams ursupported claims with frequent corfusion
same noted corfusion -Inability to identifiy
-Slkillful ability to identify | -Conpetent ability to -Poar aility to idertify central claim of an
central claim of an iderti fiy certral claimofan | -Adequate ability to cental clamof an argument
argunent arunent identify central claimofan | axgumentwith flequent
argunent with occsional | incomsistercy
incons istency
The stadext will analyz= -Skdllfial ability to -C cvpetent ability to -Adequate ability to -Poor dility to deterrine | -Inability to deternure
argunents. determure conponents of detennire conporents of | deternune componerts of conponents of an conporents of an
an argunent an argurent an argument with arzurent with frequent argument
occasional nustakes nustakes
-Slallful ability to relate an | -Conpetent ability to -Inability to relate an
argument to the whole wlate an argument to the -Adequate ability to relate | -Adequate ability to elate | argument to the whole
(thesis/position) whole (thesisfposition) an argument o the whole an arzunent to the whole (thesis /pos ition)
(thesis fpos ition) with (thesis/position) with
occasional nustakes frequent mistakes
The stadert will cntique -Skillful ability to evahiate | -Conpetent abihity to -Adequate ability to -Poar aility to evaluate -Inability to evahiate
arguments . assunphons and weliability | evahate assanptions and evahiate assunptorns and assunptors and relidility | assunptons and wlhiability
of evidence wliability of evidence relidility of evidence with | of evidence with fiequert of evidence
occasional nustakes nustakes
-Skdllful ability to evahiate | -Corpetent ability to -Inability to evahiate
differert types of evahate differert types of | -Adequate ability to -Poar dility to evahiate differert types of
arguments and potertial arguments and potential evahiate different types of | different types of argurents and potertial
colrterarguments comterarguments arguments and potertial argunent and potential counterarzumernts
courterarguments with counterarguments with
occasional nustakes frequent mistakes
The stadert will syrthesize | -Skllfal ability to integrate | -Corpetent ability to -Adequate ability to -Poar aility to indegrate -Inability to integrate
arguments . evidence that provides irtegrate evidence that integrate evidence that evidence that provides evidence that provides
persuasive support for a provides persuasive provides parsuasive persuasive suppat fora peruasive support fora
position and a conchision support for a positionand a | support for a positonand a | position and aconchision position and a conchision
conchision conchisionwithocesional | with frequent digres sions
digres sions
Conuvents
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BIBLICAL 4 — Excellent 3 - Good 2 — Meets 1 —Needs 0 — Inadeguate
INTERPRETATION Reguirements Inmprovement
CRITERIA
The student inte rprets -Has given careful -Has given attention to | -Shows anawarenessof | -Some level of -Utilization of proof
Scripture in light of the attention to the the historical context the original contextof | awareness of context texting
original context. historical cortext and and reszarch is obvious | the Scriptare but lacks consistency to
demonstrated the inbackground thought the point that arguraent
context clearly within the paper is
greatly weakened
The student applies -Addresses arange of | -Shows awareness of -Shows awareness of -Shows awareness of -Displays broad lack of
appropriate hermeneutical | interpretive concems such concems, swch concems, only a few of such awareness of such
principles. aptly, skillfully, addressirg most ina addressing some ina concems, addre ssing concems andior
critically, and consistently appropriate | consistently appropriate | thern in ways that are incorapetence in
effectively. and critically and critically problematic, inaccurate, | addressing them.
responsible manner. responsible manner wmcritical, or unhelpful
The student deraorstrates a | -Demonstratesa -Deraonstrates a -Deraonstrates a -Deraonstrates -Fails to deraonstrate an
consistent theological consistent theology consistent theological consistent theological inconsistencies in the awarenessof a
approach. throughout the approach through the approach throughout paper to the poirt that consistent theological
presentation with ro paper with onlyra rainor | the paper with several the arguraent within the | fraraework for the
lapses lapse noted lapses paper is weakened paper
greatly.
Coraraents
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Book Review Grading Rubric for:
LCCF2340 Christian Doctrine

20 16 12 8 4
4-5 pgs. in 3 1/2 pgs.in  [3 pages in 2 pages in <2 pages in
length length length length length
provides a acceptable provides some [provides little |neither explains
robust explanation and jexplanation and |explanation and [nor critiques the
Content explanation and [critique of critique of critique of author’s thesis
critique of author’s thesis [author’s thesis |author’s thesis
author’s thesis
some many
all details minimal inaccurate inaccurate no accurate
accurate inaccuracies [details details details
addresses topic jaddresses topic [addresses topic [somewhat wanders
directly directly addresses topic [significantly
.. from the topic
Organization ;. somewhat  |highly
organized organized organized unorganized  [no organized
structure structure structure structure structure
superior acceptable minimal no logical
Logical examples of the [examples of the [support of the |[support of the [support of the
Support topic topic topic topic topic
exceptionally |clear meaning [somewhat clear funclear incoherent for
clear meaning |[to the reader  |meaning to the [meaning to the [the reader
Communication to the reader reader reader
Grammar. [I"° Vjsible or lerrors do not eITOrS errors often errors make
.~ [significant disturb the sometimes disturb the reading difficult
Punctuation |, reading process [disturb the reading process
& Spelling reading process
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Reflective Essay Grading Rubric for:
LCCF2340 Christian Doctrine

4.0 3.2 24 1.6 0.8
Nails the topic|Stays on topic| ~ SOMe Deviates from|  Deviates
deviation from| ~ topic; mgmﬁcaqtly
Content All details Minimal tqplc; . Major from topic;
accurate inaccuracies | S°me inaccurate maccurate | No accurate
details details details
o e ngmy Organized SomeWhat Unorganized | . No
Organization | organized organized discernable
structure structure
structure structure structure
SLl:)pg[l)f)z:‘lt Superior
Is evidence logical Logical Acceptable Minimal No logical
support of logical
presented to . support support support
topic or support
support the claim(s)
claim(s)?
Communication Excep tlona.lly Clear meaning Somewha}t Uncle;ar Incoherent
clear meaning clear meaning| meaning
2 different
Grammar errors (rather
. than 2 3-4 different | 5 or more
Punctuation, No errors 1 error
. occurrences of] errors errors
and Spelling
the same
error)
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